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1)^ Responsive to communication^) filed on 05 October 2005 . 
2a)H This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 19 and 21-42 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 19 and 21-42 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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This is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on October 05, 2005 in which claims 
1 -18 and 20 were canceled, claims 1 9, 21 , 28-31 , 36, 38 and 42 were amended. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 19 and 21-42 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on the aforementioned date have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Therefore, the rejection of claims 19 and 21-42 
mailed on November 01, 2005 under section 103(a) remains. 

The rejection follows: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
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under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 19 and 21-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kirsch et al. U.S. Patent no. 6,070.158 in view of Asakura U.S. Patent no. 6.169,988. 

As per claim 19, Kirsch et al. disclose "the claimed limitations of "a search engine 
comprising a data k object description tables by providing an Internet based search site 
in relation to a querying client and document server (Col. 4, lines 57-59: Col. 5. lines 19- 
23). In particular, Kirsch et al. disclose the claimed limitations of a plurality of servers 
including a first server defined according to a first server identifier, the first server 
comprising a first data object defined according to a first data object description" (See 
Kirsch et al. Figure 1 , component 18 and corresponding text). Notice that Figure 1 
shows an Internet environment that can connect more than one server and the servers 
comprising documents. Also, Kirsch et al. disclose the claimed limitations of a 
communication link coupling the search engine to the first server" (See Kirsch et al. 
Figure 1, component 14; Col. 5. lines 13-18). 

It is noted, however, Kirsch et al. did not specifically detail the claimed features of 
"wherein the first server is configured to transmit the first data object description to the 
search engine during a log-in process of the first server with the search engine, and 
wherein the search engine is further configured to store the first data object description 
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in the data object description table and configured to correlate the first data object 
description to the first server identifier within the data object description table during the 
log-in process." as recited in the instant claim 19. On the other hand, Asakura discloses 
a data sharing system (See Asakura Title, Abstract) that achieved the aforementioned 
limitations by providing a means for holding access information indicating relationship 
between a data name of the transferred data and a calculating machine name of a 
transfer destination when transferring data (See Asakura Title: Col. 2, lines 26-29) 
Figures 11-12, 14-23 and corresponding text). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the real-time document collection search engine system of Kirsch by 
incorporating the data sharing systems methodology of Asakura into the document 
server provided thereof (See Kirsch Figure 1 . component 18). The motivation being to 
allow the real-time search engine of Kirsch to provide a data sharing system capable of 
always referring to the latest data (See Asakura Col. 2, lines 3-8). 

As per claim 21 , most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 9. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 1 9 above. 
In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of Ma second data object description 
stored within the data object description stored within the data object description table in 
correlation with a second identifier, wherein the second server identifier describes a 
second server and the second data object description describes a second data object; a 
first data object request store within the search engine, wherein the first data object 
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request was received from the first server, wherein the first data object request is for the 
second data object (See Asakura Figures 11-12; Col. 20, lines 22-M: Col. 18, lines 41- 
49). 

As per claim 22, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 21 . Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 21 above. 
In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of wherein the search engine is 
configured to transmit the second server identifier to the first sewer in response to the 
first data object request* (See Asakura Col. 10, lines 47-55: Col. 19. lines 4347: Col. 20, 
lines 2244). 

As per claim 23, most of the limitations of this claim have been note in the 
rejection of claim 22. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 22 above. 
In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of "wherein the second server is 
configured to transmit the second data object to the first server upon a valid request by 
the first server (See Figures 1,10 and corresponding text). The request is assumed to 
be valid since the data sharing system of Asakura is being applied in the World Wide 
Web and a logging mechanism is primarily incorporated in the network of figures 1, and 
10. 

As per claims 24-25, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claim 23. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 23 
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above. In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of wherein the first server is 
configured to notify the search engine that a download of the second data object is 
complete; wherein the second server is configured to notify the search engine that the 
download of the second data object is complete (See Asakura Col. 12, line 1-Col. 13, 
line 13). 

As per claims 26-27, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claim 23. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 23 
above. In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of "wherein the search engine 
is configured to correlate the second data object description to the first server identifier 
within the data object description table when the download of the second data object is 
complete and wherein the search engine is configured to correlate, within the data 
object description table the second data object description the first sever identifier when 
the download of the second data object is complete through a confirmation result notice 
221 of figure 1 (Also, See Asakura Figures 1 1-12: Col. 20, lines 2244; col. 12, lines 8- 
15). 

As per claims 28-29, most of the limitations of these claims have been note in the 
rejection of claim 20. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 20 above. 
In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of wherein the first server identifier is 
selected from a group consisting of a first Internet protocol address, a first quantity 
simultaneous connections that can be sustained by the first server, a reliability rating of 
the first server and a server name and wherein the first data object description is 
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selected from a group consisting of a title of the first data object, a size of the first data 
object, a type of the first data object, a text associated with the first data object and a 
creator of the first data object" (See Asakura figures 2-3, 1 1-12, and 14-23). 

As per claims 30-33, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claim 23. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 23 
above. In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of wherein the first server is 
further configured to detect when the 5rst data object is removed from a predetermined 
file location and to notify the search engine of the removal; wherein the search engine is 
configured to periodically poll the first server to determine if any data objects have been 
removed from a predetermined file location within the first server, wherein the search 
engine is configured to purge the relationship between the first data object description 
and the first server within the data object description table when the first server notifies 
the search engine of a removal of the first data object; wherein the search engine is 
configured to purge the relationship between the first data object description and the 
first server within the data object description table when the search engine determines 
that the first data object has been remove from the predetermined location within the 
first server" (See Asakura Col. 15, line 3col. 16, line 6). 

As per claims 34-47, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claim 20. Applicant s attention is directed to the rejection of claim 20 
above. In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of wherein the search engine 
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is configured to send a periodic ping message between the search engine and the first 
server, and wherein the first server is configured to respond to the ping message"; 
'Wherein the search engine is configured to purge the relationship between the first 
search identifier and the first data object description within the data object description 
table when the first server fails to respond to the ping message within a predetermined 
time; "wherein the first server is configured to send a periodic ping message to the 
search engine following the log-in process'; and wherein the search engine is configured 
to purge the relationship between the first server identifier and the first data object 
description within the data object description table when the first server fails to send a 
ping message Within a predetermined time? (See Asakura Col. 14, lines 25-59). 

As per claim 38, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 20. Applicant's s attention is directed to the rejection of claim 20 
above. In addition, Kirsch et al. disclose the claimed feature of wherein the first server 
identifier comprises an IP address for accessing the first server over the Internet (See 
Asakura Col. 19, lines 20-25). Also, Asakura's servers are embodied in the World Wide 
Web, which primarily incorporates IP addresses for the purpose of accessing the 
servers over the Internet. 

As per claim 39, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 22. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 22 above. 
In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of wherein the second server 
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identifier defines a server from among a first set of potential server identifier related to 
the second data object in the data object description table, wherein the search engine is 
configured to transmit, in response to the first data object request the first set of 
potential server identifiers representing a first set of potential servers capable of 
transmitting the second data object to the first server, and wherein the first server is 
configured to select an optimal data source from which to receive the first data object 
from among a first set of potential sewers, wherein a selection of the optimal data 
source is based upon a comparison of operational parameters respectively associated 
with each sewer among the first set of potential serversce (See Asakura Figures 11-12; 
Col. 20, lines 22-49: C01 . 9, line 60-Co1 . 1 0, line 3). 

As per claim 40, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 39. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 39 above. 
In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of wherein the operational parameter 
are selected from a group consisting of roundtrip response time between the first server 
and a potential server, internet connection line speed (bandwidth) of a potential server, 
a reliability of a potential provider server, a number of requests already queued to a 
potential server, and a size of a file requested for downloading (See Asakura Col. 18, 
line 41 -Col. 19,line47). 

As per claim 41 , most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 23. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 23 above. 



Application/Control Number: 10/025,443 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2161 

In addition, Asakura discloses the claimed feature of wherein the *second server is 
configured to transmit data files to multiple servers in a time-multiplexed format since a 
world wide web server is provided (See Asakura CoL 18, line 41 -Col. 19, line 47). 

As per claim 42, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 20. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 20 above. 
In addition, Kirsch et al. disclose the claimed feature of *wherein me first data object is 
selected from a group comprising audio data, text data, video data, image data and 
so>are executable data" (See Asakura Col. 18, lines 65-67). 

Remarks 

The Applicant argued, "Kirsch et al. does not have a log-in process". However 
the Examiner disagrees with the preceding argument because Kirsch et al. disclose a 
log-in process because Kirsch el al. an Internet based search site in relation to a 
querying client and document server (Col. 4, lines 57-59: CoL 5. lines 19-23). 

In response to applicant's argument that the combined teachings fail to suggest a 
search engine that is configured to store the first data object description in the data 
object-description table and that is configured to correlate the first data object 
description to the first server identifier within the data object description table during the 
log-in process, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
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where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
real-time document collection search engine system of Kirsch by incorporating the data 
sharing systems methodology of Asakura into the document server provided thereof 
(See Kirsch Figure 1. component 18). The motivation being to allow the real-time search 
engine of Kirsch to provide a data sharing system capable of always referring to the 
latest data (See Asakura Col. 2, lines 3-8). 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantz Coby whose telephone number is 571 272 401 7. 
The examiner, can normally be reached on Monday-Saturday 3:00PM-10: 30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571 272 4023. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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